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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: amendment filed 10/12/2004. 

2. Claims 1-98 are pending in the case. Claims 1, 7, 20, 24, 30, 42, 44, 47, 51, 54, 60, 72, 
76, 82, and 95 are independent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 4-6, 24, 27-29, 44, 46, 54, 57-59, 76, and 79-81 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Schwerdtfeger et al. (hereinafter "Schwerdtfeger"), US 
6,725,424 Bl filed 12/9/1999 in view of Chen et al. (hereinafter "Chen"), US 6,668,354 Bl 
filed 6/5/1999. 

Regarding independent claims 1, 24, 44, 54, and 76, Schwerdtfeger teaches requesting 
from a mobile device, a request to display a source page, transcoding the content of a portion of 
the source page into a destination page according to transformation information for manipulating 
the content based on capabilities of the mobile device, and transmitting the destination page to a 
client mobile device in fig. 1-5, col. 1 lines 36-67, col. 3 line 10 - col. 5 line 31. Schwerdtfeger 
does not teach generating and using a stylesheet containing transformation information 
indicating content to be extracted from the source page and transformed into the destination 
page. Chen does teach generating and using a stylesheet containing transformation information 
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indicating content to be extracted from the source page and transformed into the destination page 
in col. 1 line 35 - col. 2 line 35. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Chen into Schwerdtfeger to have created the claimed invention. It 
would have been obvious and desirable to have used the stylesheet generation of Chen to havev 
implemented the transcoding taught by Schwerdtfeger so that the transcoding of the source to 
destination page could have been automatically adaptable to the content contained in the source 
page. 

Regarding dependent claims 4, 27, 46, 57, and 79, Schwerdtfeger teaches retrieving a 
source page from a web server and identifying a portion of the content of the source page to be 
transformed in fig. 1-5, col. 1 lines 36-67, col. 3 line 10 - col. 5 line 31. However, 
Schwerdtfeger does not specifically teach receiving and storing to a site mining template the 
information indicating the content to be extracted and the transformation information for 
manipulating the content and then using the template to produce a stylesheet. Chen does teach 
using a template containing information indicating content to be extracted and the transformation 
information for manipulating the content and then using the template to produce a stylesheet in 
col. 1 line 35 - col. 2 line 35. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Chen into Schwerdtfeger to have created the claimed invention. It 
would have been obvious and desirable to have placed the identified portion and the content 
transformation of Schwerdtfeger into the template of Chen so that a stylesheet could have been 



Application/Control Number: 09/736, 1 67 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2176 

produced to have transcoded XML documents into a form which would have been able to have 
been displayed on the client computing device. 

Regarding dependent claims 5-6, 28-29, 58-59, and 80-81, Schwerdtfeger teaches 
transcoding source pages comprising XML or HTML documents in the abstract. 

5. Claims 2-3, 7-19, 25-26, 30-41, 45, 47-50, 55-56, 60-71, 77-78, and 82-94 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schwerdtfeger et al. (hereinafter 
"Schwerdtfeger"), US 6,725,424 Bl filed 12/9/1999 in view of Chen et al. (hereinafter 
"Chen"), US 6,668,354 Bl filed 6/5/1999 as applied to claims 1 above, and further in view of 
Fong et al. (hereinafter "Fong"), US 6,279,015 Bl filed 12/23/1997. 

Regarding dependent claims 2, 25, 55, and 77, Schwerdtfeger teaches retrieving a 
source page from a web server and identifying a portion of the content of the source page to be 
transformed in fig. 1-5, col. 1 lines 36-67, col. 3 line 10 - col. 5 line 31. However, 
Schwerdtfeger does not specifically teach that the user may designate a portion of the page to 
form a site mining expression to identify the content to be extracted from the source page. Fong 
does teach providing a client user with a tool for identifying content in a source page to be 
transformed into a destination page, thus forming a site mining expression in fig. 7 and col. 2 line 
45 - col. 4 line 10. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Fong into Schwerdtfeger in view of Chen to have created 
the claimed invention. It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the graphical user 
interface of Fong to have selected only a subset of the source page for transcoding and 
presentation to the user of the client device. 
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Regarding dependent claims 3, 26, 45, 56, and 78, Schwerdtfeger teaches retrieving a 
source page from a web server and identifying a portion of the content of the source page to be 
transformed in fig. 1-5, col. 1 lines 36-67, col. 3 line 10 - col. 5 line 31. However, 
Schwerdtfeger does not specifically teach that the user may uniquely designate a portion of the 
page to form a site mining expression to identify the content to be extracted from the source 
page. Fong does teach providing a client user with a tool for uniquely identifying content in a 
source page to be transformed into a destination page, thus forming a site mining expression in 
fig. 7 and col. 2 line 45 - col. 4 line 10. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to have combined Fong into Schwerdtfeger in view of 
Chen to have created the claimed invention. It would have been obvious and desirable to have 
used the graphical user interface of Fong to have selected only a subset of the source page for 
transcoding and presentation to the user of the client device. 

Regarding dependent claims 7, 30, 47, 60, and 82, Schwerdtfeger teaches receiving an 
indication of an item of content to be extracted from a source page containing one or more items 
of content and receiving transformation information for manipulating the item of content in fig. 
1-5, col. 1 lines 36-67, col. 3 line 10 - col. 5 line 31. However, Schwerdtfeger does not 
specifically teach that the user may uniquely designate a portion of the page to form a site 
mining expression to identify the content to be extracted from the source page. Fong does teach 
providing a client user with a tool for uniquely identifying content in a source page to be 
transformed into a destination page, thus forming a site mining expression in fig. 7 and col. 2 line 
45 - col. 4 line 10. Schwerdtfeger also does not specifically teach receiving and storing to a site 
mining template the information indicating the content to be extracted and the transformation 
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information for manipulating the content and then using the template to produce a stylesheet. 
Chen does teach using a template containing information indicating content to be extracted and 
the transformation information for manipulating the content and then using the template to 
produce a stylesheet in col. 1 line 35 - col. 2 line 35. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Chen into Schwerdtfeger to have created the claimed invention. It 
would have been obvious and desirable to have placed the identified portion and the content 
transformation of Schwerdtfeger into the template of Chen so that a stylesheet could have been 
produced to have transcoded XML documents into a form which would have been able to have 
been displayed on the client computing device. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined Fong into Schwerdtfeger in 
view of Chen to have created the claimed invention. It would have been obvious and desirable to 
have used the graphical user interface of Fong to have selected only a subset of the source tree 
for transcoding and presentation to the user of the client device. 

Regarding dependent claims 8 and 83, Schwerdtfeger teaches transcoding a source 
document to a destination document, but does not teach doing so using a stylesheet and thus does 
not teach receiving format information for formatting a layout of the stylesheet. Chen does teach 
receiving format information for formatting a layout of the stylesheet and storing the formation 
information to the template in col. 1 line 35 - col. 2 line 35. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Chen into Schwerdtfeger to have created the claimed invention. It 
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would have been obvious and desirable to have used the stylesheets of Chen to have improved 
Schwerdtfeger so that the to source documents could have been transcoded more efficiently. 

Regarding dependent claims 9, 31, 61, and 84, Schwerdtfeger teaches an interface 
receiving an indication of a source page, retrieving the source page and transcoding the source 
page or a portion of the source page into a destination page in fig. 1-5, col. 1 lines 36-67, col. 3 
line 10 - col. 5 line 31. However, Schwerdtfeger does not specifically teach displaying one or 
more items of content contained in the source page for allowing a selection of the content to be 
extracted. Fong does teach displaying one or more items of content contained in the source page 
for allowing a selection of the content to be extracted in fig. 7 and col. 2 line 45 - col. 4 line 10. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have combined Fong into Schwerdtfeger in view of Chen to have created the claimed 
invention. It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the graphical user interface of 
Fong to have selected only a subset of the source page for transcoding and presentation to the 
user of the client device. 

Regarding dependent claims 10, 32, 62, and 85, Schwerdtfeger teaches transcoding a 
source document into a destination document, but does not teach doing so using a stylesheet and 
thus does not teach that the transformation information includes procedural tags for controlling a 
processing routine in the stylesheet. Chen does teach that the transformation information 
includes procedural tags for controlling a processing routine in the stylesheet in col. 1 line 35 - 
col. 2 line 35. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Chen into Schwerdtfeger to have created the claimed invention. It 
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would have been obvious and desirable to have used the stylesheets of Chen to have improved 
Schwerdtfeger so that the to source documents could have been transcoded more efficiently. 

Regarding dependent claims 11, 33, 48, 63, and 86, Schwerdtfeger teaches transcoding 
a source document into a destination document, but does not teach doing so using a stylesheet 
and thus does not teach that the transformation information includes procedural tags for 
controlling a processing routine in the stylesheet. Chen does teach that the transformation 
information includes procedural tags for controlling a processing routine in the stylesheet in col. 
1 line 35 -col. 2 line 35. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Chen into Schwerdtfeger to have created the claimed invention. It 
would have been obvious and desirable to have used the stylesheets of Chen to have improved 
Schwerdtfeger so that the to source documents could have been transcoded more efficiently. 

Regarding dependent claims 12, 34, 64, and 87, Schwerdtfeger teaches that the source 
page is an HTML or XML document in the abstract, which has content delineated by one or 
more tags. Fong further illustrates an item of content being delineated by one or more tags in fig. 
7. 

Regarding dependent claims 13, 35, 65, and 88, Schwerdtfeger teaches transcoding a 
source document into a destination document, but does not teach doing so using a stylesheet and 
thus does not teach compiling a template with a two pass compilation process, wherein a first 
pass generates a main body of the stylesheet and a second pass generates commands located 
outside of the main body. Chen does teach creation of a template to further create a stylesheet 
for transcoding the source page into a destination page in col. 1 line 35 - col. 2 line 35. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have combined Chen into Schwerdtfeger to have created the claimed invention. It 
would have been obvious and desirable to have used a two pass compilation process so that both 
the main body of the stylesheet and commands outside the main body could have been created. 

Regarding dependent claims 14, 36, 49, 66, and 89, Schwerdtfeger teaches retrieving a 
source page from a web server and identifying a portion of the content of the source page to be 
transformed in fig. 1-5, col. 1 lines 36-67, col. 3 line 10 - col. 5 line 31. However, 
Schwerdtfeger does not specifically teach receiving filtering criteria for indicating content to be 
extracted, wherein the criteria includes at least one of: selecting a single item of content located 
at a particular position, siblings of the item of content, similarly named siblings of the item of 
content, similarly named items of content located anywhere within the source page, and content 
containing specific text. Fong does teach receiving filtering criteria for indicating content to be 
extracted, wherein the criteria includes at least one of: selecting a single item of content located 
at a particular position, siblings of the item of content, similarly named siblings of the item of 
content, similarly named items of content located anywhere within the source page, and content 
containing specific text in fig. 7 and col. 2 line 45 - col. 4 line 10. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined Fong into 
Schwerdtfeger in view of Chen to have created the claimed invention. It would have been 
obvious and desirable to have used the graphical user interface of Fong to have selected only a 
subset of the source page for transcoding and presentation to the user of the client device. 

Regarding dependent claims 15, 37, 50, 67, and 90, Schwerdtfeger teaches retrieving a 
source page from a web server and identifying a portion of the content of the source page to be 
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transformed in fig. 1-5, col. 1 lines 36-67, col. 3 line 10 - col. 5 line 31. However, 
Schwerdtfeger does not specifically teach receiving an indication of a root element and 
displaying content stemming from the root element, wherein the content to be extracted is 
selected from the item of content stemming from the root element and wherein the expression is 
determined by combining an expression locating the root element with an expression locating the 
selected content relative to the root element. 

Fong does teach receiving an indication of a root element and displaying content 
stemming from the root element, wherein the content to be extracted is selected from the item of 
content stemming from the root element and wherein the expression is determined by combining 
an expression locating the root element with an expression locating the selected content relative 
to the root element in fig. 7 and col. 2 line 45 - col. 4 line 10. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined Fong into 
Schwerdtfeger in view of Chen to have created the claimed invention. It would have been 
obvious and desirable to have used the graphical user interface of Fong to have selected only a 
subset of the source page for transcoding and presentation to the user of the client device. 

Regarding dependent claims 16-17, 38-39, 68-69, and 91-92, Schwerdtfeger teaches 
transcoding source pages comprising XML or HTML documents in the abstract. 

Regarding dependent claims 18, 40, 70, and 93, Schwerdtfeger teaches retrieving a 
source page from a web server and identifying a portion of the content of the source page to be 
transformed in fig. 1-5, col. 1 lines 36-67, col. 3 line 10 - col. 5 line 31. Schwerdtfeger does not 
teach wherein the expression comprises an XPath expression. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified Schwerdtfeger in 
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view of Chen and Fong to have used an XPath expression so that it would have been easy to 
have identified which content was to have been transformed by the stylesheet. 

Regarding dependent claims 19, 41, 71, and 94, Schwerdtfeger teaches retrieving a 
source page from a web server and identifying a portion of the content of the source page to be 
transformed in fig. 1-5, col. 1 lines 36-67, col. 3 line 10 -col. 5 line 31. However, 
Schwerdtfeger does not teach using an XSLT stylesheet. Chen teaches using an XSLT stylesheet 
in col. 1 lines 13-16. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Chen into Schwerdtfeger to have created the claimed 
invention. It would have been obvious and desirable to have used XSLT to have transcoded the 
source page because it is the best transformation for XML documents. 

6. Claims 20-23, 42-43, 51-53, 72-75, 95-98 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schwerdtfeger et al. (hereinafter "Schwerdtfeger"), US 6,725,424 Bl 
filed 12/9/1999 in view of Fong et al. (hereinafter "Fong"), US 6,279,015 Bl filed 
12/23/1997. 

Regarding dependent claims 20, 42, 51, 72, and 95, Schwerdtfeger teaches retrieving a 
source page from a web server and identifying a portion of the content of the source page to be 
transcoded into a destination page and transmitted to a client in fig. 1-5, col. 1 lines 36-67, col. 3 
line 10 - col. 5 line 31. Schwerdtfeger does not specifically teach how the portion is determined 
and thus does not teach displaying a plurality of content items on a graphical user interface, 
receiving a selection for an item of content, displaying any graphical components of the one item 
of content selected, and generating a site mining expression for locating the one item of content 
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in the source page, wherein the site mining expression is capable of locating content in a 
document written in extensible markup language. 

Fong teaches displaying a plurality of content items on a graphical user interface, 
receiving a selection for an item of content, displaying any graphical components of the one item 
of content selected, and generating a site mining expression for locating the one item of content 
in the source page, wherein the site mining expression is capable of locating content in a 
document in fig. 7 and col. 2 line 45 - col. 4 line 10. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined Fong into 
Schwerdtfeger to have created the claimed invention. It would have been obvious and desirable 
to have used the graphical user interface of Fong to have implemented the content selection and 
transcoding of Schwerdtfeger to have created a site mining expression which would have been 
used to have been capable of locating content in a document written in an extensible markup 
language. The resulting content transcoding would have been a transformation of content 
desired by the user of the client computer system. 

Regarding dependent claims 21, 43, 73, and 96, Schwerdtfeger teaches retrieving a 
source page from a web server and identifying a portion of the content of the source page to be 
transformed in fig. 1-5, col. 1 lines 36-67, col. 3 line 10 - col. 5 line 31. Schwerdtfeger does not 
teach wherein the expression comprises an XPath expression. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified Schwerdtfeger in 
view of Fong to have used an XPath expression so that it would have been easy to have 
identified which content was to have been transformed by the stylesheet. 
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Regarding dependent claims 22, 52, 74, and 97, Schwerdtfeger teaches retrieving a 
source page from a web server and identifying a portion of the content of the source page to be 
transformed in fig. 1-5, col. 1 lines 36-67, col. 3 line 10 - col. 5 line 31. However, 
Schwerdtfeger does not specifically teach receiving filtering criteria for indicating content to be 
extracted, wherein the criteria includes at least one of: selecting a single item of content located 
at a particular position, siblings of the item of content, similarly named siblings of the item of 
content, similarly named items of content located anywhere within the source page, and content 
containing specific text. Fong does teach receiving filtering criteria for indicating content to be 
extracted, wherein the criteria includes at least one of: selecting a single item of content located 
at a particular position, siblings of the item of content, similarly named siblings of the item of 
content, similarly named items of content located anywhere within the source page, and content 
containing specific text in fig. 7 and col. 2 line 45 - col. 4 line 10. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined Fong into 
Schwerdtfeger to have created the claimed invention. It would have been obvious and desirable 
to have used the graphical user interface of Fong to have selected only a subset of the source 
page for transcoding and presentation to the user of the client device. 

Regarding dependent claims 23, 53, 75, and 98, Schwerdtfeger teaches retrieving a 
source page from a web server and identifying a portion of the content of the source page to be 
transformed in fig. 1-5, col. 1 lines 36-67, col. 3 line 10 - col. 5 line 31. However, 
Schwerdtfeger does not specifically teach receiving an indication of a root element and 
displaying content stemming from the root element, wherein the content to be extracted is 
selected from the item of content stemming from the root element and wherein the expression is 
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determined by combining an expression locating the root element with an expression locating the 
selected content relative to the root element. 

Fong does teach receiving an indication of a root element and displaying content 
stemming from the root element, wherein the content to be extracted is selected from the item of 
content stemming from the root element and wherein the expression is determined by combining 
an expression locating the root element with an expression locating the selected content relative 
to the root element in fig. 7 and col. 2 line 45 - col. 4 line 10. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined Fong into 
Schwerdtfeger to have created the claimed invention. It would have been obvious and desirable 
to have used the graphical user interface of Fong to have selected only a subset of the source 
page for transcoding and presentation to the user of the client device. 

Response to Arguments 
7. Applicant's arguments filed 10/12/2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Regarding Applicant's argument in pages 28 and 29 that the teachings of 
Schwerdtfeger et al. (hereinafter "Schwerdtfeger") and Chen et al. (hereinafter "Chen") are 
unrelated art and nonsensical to combine, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Transcoding and 
transformation by use of stylesheets are related with transcoding be the more general of the two 
terms. Schwerdtfeger implements the transcoding by creating a modification script to translate 
the HTML, XML, or other format source document into an appropriately formatted document for 
the client mobile device. Chen teaches in col. 1 lines 25-31 that the motivation for the invention 
is to automate the generation of display scripts and style sheets. Therefore, Chen has knowledge 
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of transcoding the display format of an electronic document with both display scripts and style 
sheets, whereas the Examiner has admits that Schwerdtfeger only explicitly teaches the use of a 
modification, or display, script. Because Chen provides for creating both display scripts and 
style sheets, the Examiner believes these teachings to be an obvious enhancement upon the 
teachings of Schwerdtfeger by one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

Regarding Applicant's argument in pages 29-31 that Fong et al. (hereinafter "Fong") 
does not teach generating a site mining expression, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Fong 
does teach a graphical user interface whereby a user may select one or more graphical content 
items so that the content items may be located and transcoded. The term mining in its broadest 
reasonable interpretation by the Examiner means selection of content and it appears to the 
Examiner that the claims are using the term mining in this way. The claims require a graphical 
user interface displaying a plurality of content items in a tree view, receiving a selection for one 
of the content items to be extracted from the source page, and then generating a site mining 
expression for locating the one item of content in the source page, wherein the site mining 
expression is capable of locating content in the document written in an extensible markup 
language. The Examiner believes Fong satisfies these requirements of the claimed invention and 
while and that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have combined Fong and Schwerdtfeger to have created the claimed invention. 
Schwerdtfeger teaches selecting and transforming only a portion of the source document, but 
does not specifically teach how that portion is determined. Fong provides the teaching of using a 
graphical user interface to determine a what portion of a source document should be transformed. 
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Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter J Smith whose telephone number is 571-272-4101. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mondays-Fridays 7:00am-3 :30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H Feild can be reached on 571-272-4090. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



PJS 

1/26/2005 




